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DETAILED ACTION 



This final action is in response to the amendment filed on 04/07/2009. Claims 1-35 & 
37-41 are pending and have been considered as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 35 recites "an apparatus" comprising "first, second, and third, pipelines" and "an 
adder" and "a scheduler," however, these appear to be nothing more than computer 
software/program modules, thereby invoking 35 U.S.C. 101. 

o The examiner notes that this rejection can be overcome by amending explicit 
recitation of hardware, thereby clarifying that the apparatus is not merely 
embodied as software (i.e. not merely a software simulation or the such; see 
paragraph 0015 of the applicant's originally submitted Specification which 
provides support for a "microprocessor"; also throughout the applicant's 
disclosure support can be found for "network processor"). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-7, 15-17, 21-24, & 27-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Buer et al. (US-7177421-B2/US-20020001384-A1). 

Claim 1 : 

Buer et al. disclose a processor comprising, 

"a plurality of pipeline stages to perform an inner loop of a hash algorithm" (i.e. "The 
engine architecture implements a pipelined structure to hide the time required for 
performing the outer hash operation when multiple data payloads are fed to the engine 
continuously. The engine architecture includes a core having two instantiations of the 
hash round logic; in this instance, inner and outer hash engines (inner and outer loops) for 
each of the MD5 hash round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic supported by the IPSec 
protocol") [column 6 lines 18-25]; 
- "the plurality of pipeline stages comprising at least as many pipeline stages as there are 
iterations of the inner loop to be performed" (i.e. "Pipeline control logic ensures that the 
outer hash operation for one data payload is performed in parallel with the inner hash 
operation of the next data payload in the packet stream fed to the authentication engine. A 
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dual-frame input buffer is used for the inner hash engine, allowing one new 5 12-bit block 
to be loaded while another one is being processed, and the initial hash states are double 
buffered for concurrent inner hash and outer hash operations") [column 6 lines 25-33] 
- "wherein each iteration of the inner loop is performed by a dedicated pipeline stage" [FIG 
2 illustrates several individual inner hash buffers and hash engines dedicated for parallel 
inner hash operations]. 
Claim 2: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 1 above, further comprising, 

"the plurality of pipeline stages further comprises as many pipeline stages as there are 
chaining variables to be used in the inner loop" (i.e. "The engine architecture includes a 
core having two instantiations of the hash round logic; in this instance, inner and outer 
hash engines (inner and outer loops) for each of the MD5 hash round logic and the SHA1 
hash round logic supported by the IPSec protocol") [column 6 lines 18-25]. 

Claim 3: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 2 above, further comprising, 

"each pipeline stage comprises an adder, shifter, and logic to perform a function" (i.e. 
"For each 512-bit data block, a set of operations including non-linear functions, shift 
functions and additions, called a "round," is applied to the block repeatedly") [column 2 
lines 27-29]. 
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Claim 4: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 3 above, further comprising, 

- "control logic to schedule operations to be executed within the plurality of pipeline 
stages" (i.e. "The architecture is configured to pipeline the hash operations of the inner 
hash and outer hash engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce rounds of 
hash operations, and implement multi-round logic to schedule addition computations to 
be conducted in parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 

Claim 5: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 4 above, further comprising, 

- "operations are to be scheduled by the control logic and executed by the plurality of 
pipeline stages so as to minimize data dependencies between iterations of the inner loop 
to be performed" (i.e. "The architecture is configured to pipeline the hash operations of 
the inner hash and outer hash engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce 
rounds of hash operations, and implement multi-round logic to schedule addition 
computations to be conducted in parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 

Claim 6: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 5 above, further comprising, 

"the hash algorithm is chosen from a group of secure hash algorithms (SHA) consisting 
of SHA-1, SHA-128, SHA-196. SHA-256, and message digest 5 (MD5)" (i.e. "Both 
MD5 and SHA1 specify that data is to be processed in 5 12-bit blocks") [column 2 lines 
4-5]. 
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Claim 7: 

Buer et al. disclose a processor, as in Claim 6 above, further comprising, 

"the hash algorithm is to be performed at an operating frequency equal to that of the 
adder" (i.e. "Pipeline control logic ensures that the outer hash operation for one data 
payload is performed in parallel with the inner hash operation of the next data payload in 
the packet stream fed to the authentication engine. A dual-frame input buffer is used for 
the inner hash engine, allowing one new 512-bit block to be loaded while another one is 
being processed, and the initial hash states are double buffered for concurrent inner hash 
and outer hash operations. In addition, dual-ported ROM is used for concurrent constant 
lookups by both inner and outer hash engines") [column 6 lines 25-35]. 

Claim 15: 

Bucr ct al. disclose a machine-readable medium having stored thereon a set of instructions, 
which if executed by a machine cause the machine to perform a method comprising, 

"performing a plurality of iterations of an inner loop of an hash algorithm in parallel, the 
plurality of iterations performed in parallel being limited, at least in part, by dependencies 
between each of the plurality of iterations of the inner loop" (i.e. "The engine architecture 
implements a pipelined structure to hide the time required for performing the outer hash 
operation when multiple data payloads are fed to the engine continuously. The engine 
architecture includes a core having two instantiations of the hash round logic; in this 
instance, inner and outer hash engines (inner and outer loops) for each of the MD5 hash 
round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic supported by the IPSec protocol") [column 6 
lines 18-25]; 
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"adding initial values of a plurality of chaining variables to final values of the plurality of 
chaining variables, the final values being a result of performing the plurality of iterations 
of the inner loop" (i.e. "As noted above with reference to FIGS. 3 and 4, in both MD5 
and SHA1, only one state register is re-computed every round. The rest of the state 
registers use shifted or non-shifted contents from neighboring registers. Thus, the final 
hash states are not generated in the final round, but rather in the last four consecutive 
MD5 rounds or five SHA1 rounds, respectively. The present invention exploits this 
observation by providing architecture and logic enabling the scheduling of the additions 
as early as the final hash state is available, hiding the computation time completely 
behind the round operations") [column 8 lines 34-44]. 
Claim 16: 

Bucr ct al. disclose a machine-readable medium having stored thereon a set of instructions, 
which if executed by a machine cause the machine to perform a method, as in Claim 15 above, 
further comprising, 

- "controlling scheduling of operations performed as a result of performing the plurality of 
iterations of the inner loop, the scheduling being controlled so as to minimize a critical 
path among the operation" (i.e. "The present invention exploits this observation by 
providing architecture and logic enabling the scheduling of the additions as early as the 
final hash state is available, hiding the computation time completely behind the round 
operations") [column 8 lines 40-44]. 
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Claim 17: 

Buer et al. disclose a machine-readable medium having stored thereon a set of instructions, 
which if executed by a machine cause the machine to perform a method, as in Claim 16 above, 
further comprising, 

"the critical path depends upon the dependencies between the plurality of iterations of the 
inner loop" (i.e. "In accordance with this invention, in successive SHA1 rounds the 
registers having the critical path are alternative so that four registers worth of data may 
always be passed on to the next round prior to completion of the critical path in the 
current round") [column 7 lines 65-67 & column 2 lines 1-2]. 
Claim 21: 

Buer et al. disclose a method comprising, 

- "performing a hash algorithm within a pipelined processor by performing a plurality of 
iterations of an inner loop of the hash algorithm in parallel" (i.e. "The engine architecture 
implements a pipelined structure to hide the time required for performing the outer hash 
operation when multiple data payloads are fed to the engine continuously. The engine 
architecture includes a core having two instantiations of the hash round logic; in this 
instance, inner and outer hash engines (inner and outer loops) for each of the MD5 hash 
round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic supported by the IPSec protocol") [column 6 
lines 18-25]; 

"generating a plurality of output data elements as a result of performing the hash 
algorithm" [Fig 2 discloses the generation of output of hash results]. 
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Claim 22: 

Buer et al. disclose a method, as in claim 21 above, further comprising, 

"scheduling operations associated with the plurality of iterations so as to facilitate a 
maximum number of the operations to be performed in parallel" (i.e. "The architecture is 
configured to pipeline the hash operations of the inner hash and outer hash engines, 
collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce rounds of hash operations, and 
implement multi-round logic to schedule addition computations to be conducted in 
parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 

Claim 23: 

Buer et al. disclose a method, as in claim 22 above, further comprising, 

"the maximum number depends upon dependencies between the operations" (i.e. "In 
every round, the operation starts with certain hash states (referred to as "context") held by 
hash state registers (in hardware) or variables (in software), and ends with a new set of 
hash states (i.e., an initial "set" of hash states and an end set; a "set" may be of 4 or 5 for 
the number of registers used by MD5 and SHA1, respectively). MD5 and SHA1 each 
specify a set of constants as the initial hash states for the first 512-bit block. The 
following blocks use initial hash states resulting from additions of the initial hash states 
and the ending hash states of the previous blocks") [column 2 lines 32-42]. 
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Claim 24: 

Buer et al. disclose a method, as in claim 22 above, further comprising, 

"wherein the output data elements are transmitted within a computer network" (i.e. "In 
general, the present invention provides an architecture (hardware implementation) for an 
authentication engine to increase the speed at which multi-loop and/or multi-round 
authentication algorithms may be performed on data packets transmitted over a computer 
network") [column 5 lines 38-42]. 

Claim 27: 

Buer et al. disclose a system comprising, 

- "a memory unit to store operations of a hash algorithm" [Fig 2 discloses a memory]; 
"a pipelined processor to perform the operations of the hash algorithm by performing 
iterations of an inner loop of the hash algorithm within separate pipeline stages of the 
pipelined processor" (i.e. "receiving a data packet stream, splitting the packet data stream 
into fixed-size data blocks, and processing the fixed-size data blocks using a multi-loop, 
multi-round authentication engine architecture having a hash engine core with an inner 
hash engine and an outer hash engine. The architecture is configured to pipeline the hash 
operations of the inner hash and outer hash engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round 
logic to reduce rounds of hash operations, and implement multi -round logic to schedule 
addition computations to be conducted in parallel with round operation") [column 4 lines 
22-34]. 
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Claim 28: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 27 above, further comprising, 

"the operations are scheduled so as to minimize the number dependencies among the 
operation" (i.e. "The architecture is configured to pipeline the hash operations of the 
inner hash and outer hash engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce 
rounds of hash operations, and implement multi -round logic to schedule addition 
computations to be conducted in parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 

Claim 29: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 28 above, further comprising, 

- "a bus upon which to drive data generated by performing the hash algorithm within the 
pipelined processor" [Fig 2 discloses a bus]. 

Claim 30: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 28 above, further comprising, 

"a bus to receive data to be operated on by the pipelined processor to perform the hash 
algorithm" [Fig 2 discloses a bus]. 

Claim 31: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 30 above, further comprising, 

- "512 bits of data is to be processed by at least 83 pipeline stages of the pipelined 
processor" (i.e. "In a preferred embodiment, the eighty rounds of an SHA1 loop are 
collapsed into forty rounds. As described and illustrated above, the collapsing of rounds 
is accomplished by having a single set of registers (the preferred embodiment has 5 
registers as defined by the IPSec protocol) with two rounds of logic. It is contemplated 
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that the techniques of invention described herein can also be applied to further collapse 
the number of SHA1 rounds in an SHA1 loop into twenty or even fewer rounds") 
[column 8 lines 13-21]. 
Claim 32: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 27 above, further comprising, 

- "the pipelined processor is a network processor coupled to a network" (i.e. "In general, 
the present invention provides an architecture (hardware implementation) for an 
authentication engine to increase the speed at which multi-loop and/or multi-round 
authentication algorithms may be performed on data packets transmitted over a computer 
network") [column 5 lines 38-42]. 

Claim 33: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 32 above, further comprising, 

"a host processor coupled to the network processor to perform a portion of the hash 
algorithm" (i.e. "In general, the present invention provides an architecture (hardware 
implementation) for an authentication engine to increase the speed at which multi-loop 
and/or multi-round authentication algorithms may be performed on data packets 
transmitted over a computer network") [column 5 lines 38-42]. 
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Claim 34: 

Buer et al. disclose a system, as in Claim 27 above, further comprising, 

"the hash algorithm is chosen from a group of secure hash algorithms (SHA) consisting 
of SHA-1, SHA-128, SHA-196, SHA-256, and message digest 5 (MD5)" (i.e. "Both 
MD5 and SHA1 specify that data is to be processed in 512-bit blocks") [column 2 lines 
4-5]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 9-13, 35, & 37-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Buer et al. (US-7177421-B2/US-20020001384-A1) in view of M.J.B. Robshaw ("On Recent 
Results for MD2, MD4, and MD5"). 

Claim 9 : 

Buer et al. disclose an apparatus comprising, 

"a first plurality of pipeline stages to perform a hash" (i.e. "As described above, both 
MD5 and SHA1 algorithms specify that the final hash states of every 512-bit block are to 
be added together with the initial hash states. The results are then used as the initial states 
of the next 5 12-bit block. In MD5, values of four pairs of 32-bit registers need to be 
added and in SHA1, five pairs") [column 8 lines 23-28]; 
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but Buer et al. do not disclose, 

- "a first pipeline stage to add a first constant to a first data word to yield a first result," 
although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of 
the hash computation, as recited below; 

"a second pipeline stage to add the first result a first chaining variable, perform a first 
function on a second, third, and fourth chaining variable to yield a second result, and add 
the first constant to a second data word to yield a third result," although M.J.B. Robshaw 
does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of the hash computation, as 
recited below; 

- "a third pipeline stage to add the second result to the sum of a fifth chaining variable and 
the first result, add the first constant to a third data word, add the third result to the fourth 
chaining variable, perform the first function on the first, second, and third chaining 
variables after they each of have been shifted by a plurality of bits," although M.J.B. 
Robshaw does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of the hash 
computation, as recited below; 

"a second plurality of pipeline stages to add an initial state of the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth chaining variables to a final state of the first, second, third, fourth, and 
fifth chaining variables, respectively," although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest iterative 
structure and chaining variable as part of the hash computation, as recited below; 
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however, M.J.B. Robshaw does disclose, 

- "Most hash functions have a similar iterative structure which is based around what is 
termed a compression function [4, 14]. In short, the computation of the hash value for 
some message depends on what is called a chaining variable. At the start of hashing, this 
chaining variable has a fixed initial value which is specified as part of the algorithm. The 
compression function is then used to update the value of this chaining variable in a 
suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of the message being hashed. 
This process continues recursively, with the chaining variable being updated under the 
action of different parts of the message, until all the message (and any additional padding 
specified by the algorithm) has been used. The final value of the chaining variable is then 
output as the hash value corresponding to that message" [page 2 column 2]; 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "a first pipeline stage to add a first constant to a first data word 
to yield a first result" and "a second pipeline stage to add the first result a first chaining variable, 
perform a first function on a second, third, and fourth chaining variable to yield a second result, 
and add the first constant to a second data word to yield a third result" and "a third pipeline stage 
to add the second result to the sum of a fifth chaining variable and the first result, add the first 
constant to a third data word, add the third result to the fourth chaining variable, perform the first 
function on the first, second, and third chaining variables after they each of have been shifted by 
a plurality of bits" and "a second plurality of pipeline stages to add an initial state of the first, 
second, third, fourth, and fifth chaining variables to a final state of the first, second, third, fourth, 
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and fifth chaining variables, respectively," in the invention as disclosed by Buer et al. since the 
limitations as disclosed by M.J.B. Robshaw are common procedures for the calculations of hash 
functions (i.e. MD5, SHA, etc). 
Claim 10: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 9 above, further comprising, 
- "the first plurality of pipeline stages comprises 83 pipeline stages to process 512 bits of 
information" (i.e. "In a preferred embodiment, the eighty rounds of an SHA1 loop are 
collapsed into forty rounds. As described and illustrated above, the collapsing of rounds 
is accomplished by having a single set of registers (the preferred embodiment has 5 
registers as defined by the IPSec protocol) with two rounds of logic. It is contemplated 
that the techniques of invention described herein can also be applied to further collapse 
the number of SHA1 rounds in an SHA1 loop into twenty or even fewer rounds") 
[column 8 lines 13-21]. 

Claim 11: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 9 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

"the second plurality of pipeline stages comprises 5 pipeline stages to process 512 bits of 
information" (i.e. "In a preferred embodiment, the eighty rounds of an SHA1 loop are 
collapsed into forty rounds. As described and illustrated above, the collapsing of rounds 
is accomplished by having a single set of registers (the preferred embodiment has 5 
registers as defined by the IPSec protocol) with two rounds of logic. It is contemplated 
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that the techniques of invention described herein can also be applied to further collapse 
the number of SHA1 rounds in an SHA1 loop into twenty or even fewer rounds") 
[column 8 lines 13-21]. 
Claim 12: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 9 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

"the first and second plurality of pipeline stages are implemented within a network 
processor architecture" (i.e. "Input data payloads received by the engine 200, for example 
from data packets received off a network by a chip on which the engine architecture is 
implemented, are distributed between the frames 202, 204 of the input data buffer 201 so 
that one data block may be loaded into the buffer while another one is being processed 
downstream in the data flow") [column 6 lines 38-44]. 
Claim 13: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 9 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

"the hash algorithm is a secure hash algorithm (SHA) and the plurality bits is 30" (i.e. 
"As noted above with reference to FIGS. 3 and 4, in both MD5 and SHA1, only one state 
register is re-computed every round. The rest of the state registers use shifted or non- 
shifted contents from neighboring registers. Thus, the final hash states are not generated 
in the final round, but rather in the last four consecutive MD5 rounds or five SHA1 
rounds, respectively") [column 8 lines 34-40]. 
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Claim 35: 

Buer et al. disclose an apparatus comprising, 

"a pipeline architecture to perform iterations of an inner loop of a hash algorithm in 
parallel" (i.e. "The engine architecture implements a pipelined structure to hide the time 
required for performing the outer hash operation when multiple data payloads are fed to 
the engine continuously. The engine architecture includes a core having two 
instantiations of the hash round logic; in this instance, inner and outer hash engines (inner 
and outer loops) for each of the MD5 hash round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic 
supported by the IPSec protocol") [column 6 lines 18-25]. 
- "a scheduler to schedule operations associated with the hash algorithm" (i.e. "The 

architecture is configured to pipeline the hash operations of the inner hash and outer hash 
engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce rounds of hash operations, 
and implement multi-round logic to schedule addition computations to be conducted in 
parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]; 

but Buer et al. do not disclose, 

"first pipeline stage to add a first constant to a first data word to yield a first result," 
although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of 
the hash computation, as recited below; 
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"second pipeline stage to add the first result a first chaining variable, perform a first 
function on a second, third, and fourth chaining variable to yield a second result, and add 
the first constant to a second data word to yield a third result," although M.J.B. Robshaw 
does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of the hash computation, as 
recited below; 

- "third pipeline stage to add the second result to the sum of a fifth chaining variable and 
the first result, add the first constant to a third data word, add the third result to the fourth 
chaining variable, perform the first function on the first, second, and third chaining 
variables after they each of have been shifted by a plurality of bits," although M.J.B. 
Robshaw does suggest iterative structure and chaining variable as part of the hash 
computation, as recited below; 

- "an adder to add an initial state of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth chaining 
variables to a final state of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth chaining variables, 
respectively," although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest iterative structure and chaining 
variable as part of the hash computation, as recited below; 

however, M.J.B. Robshaw does disclose, 

"Most hash functions have a similar iterative structure which is based around what is 
termed a compression function [4, 14]. In short, the computation of the hash value for 
some message depends on what is called a chaining variable. At the start of hashing, this 
chaining variable has a fixed initial value which is specified as part of the algorithm. The 
compression function is then used to update the value of this chaining variable in a 
suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of the message being hashed. 
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This process continues recursively, with the chaining variable being updated under the 
action of different parts of the message, until all the message (and any additional padding 
specified by the algorithm) has been used. The final value of the chaining variable is then 
output as the hash value corresponding to that message" [page 2 column 2]; 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "first pipeline stage to add a first constant to a first data word to 
yield a first result" and "second pipeline stage to add the first result a first chaining variable, 
perform a first function on a second, third, and fourth chaining variable to yield a second result, 
and add the first constant to a second data word to yield a third result" and "third pipeline stage 
to add the second result to the sum of a fifth chaining variable and the first result, add the first 
constant to a third data word, add the third result to the fourth chaining variable, perform the first 
function on the first, second, and third chaining variables after they each of have been shifted by 
a plurality of bits" and "an adder to add an initial state of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth 
chaining variables to a final state of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth chaining variables, 
respectively," in the invention as disclosed by Buer et al. since the limitations as disclosed by 
M.J.B. Robshaw are common procedures for the calculations of hash functions (i.e. MD5, SHA, 
etc). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/730,203 Page 2 1 

Art Unit: 2436 

Claim 37: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 35 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

- "the scheduling means is a controller to schedule operations associated with the inner 
loop according to dependencies among the operations" (i.e. "The architecture is 
configured to pipeline the hash operations of the inner hash and outer hash engines, 
collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce rounds of hash operations, and 
implement multi-round logic to schedule addition computations to be conducted in 
parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 
Claim 38: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 36 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

"each iteration of the inner loop requires three pipeline stages to perform the iteration" 
(i.e. "The architecture is configured to pipeline the hash operations of the inner hash and 
outer hash engines, collapse and rearrange multi-round logic to reduce rounds of hash 
operations, and implement multi-round logic to schedule addition computations to be 
conducted in parallel with round operations") [column 4 lines 29-34]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,203 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2436 

Claim 39: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 38 above, but Buer et al. do 
not disclose, 

- "the adding means comprises the same number of pipeline stages as chaining variables," 
although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest updating the value of this chaining variable in a 
suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of the message being hashed, 
as recited below; 
however, M.J.B. Robshaw does disclose, 

"Most hash functions have a similar iterative structure which is based around what is 
termed a compression function [4, 14]. in short, the computation of the hash value for 
some message depends on what is called a chaining variable. At the start of hashing, this 
chaining variable has a fixed initial value which is specified as part of the algorithm. The 
compression function is then used to update the value of this chaining variable in a 
suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of the message being hashed. 
This process continues recursively, with the chaining variable being updated under the 
action of different parts of the message, until all the message (and any additional padding 
specified by the algorithm) has been used. The final value of the chaining variable is then 
output as the hash value corresponding to that message" [page 2 column 2]; 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "the adding means comprises the same number of pipeline 
stages as chaining variables," in the invention as disclosed by Buer et al. since the number of 
pipeline stages is dependent on the chaining variable. 
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Claim 40: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 35 above, the combination 
further disclose, 

- "the hash algorithm is chosen from a group of secure hash algorithms (SHA) consisting 
of SHA-I, SMA-128, SHA-196, SHA-256, and message digest 5 (MD5)" (i.e. "Both 
MD5 and SHA1 specify that data is to be processed in 512-bit blocks") [column 2 lines 
4-5]. 

Claim 41: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 35 above, but Buer et al. do 
not disclose, 

- "the plurality of bits is 30," although M.J.B. Robshaw does suggest updating the value of 
this chaining variable in a suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of 
the message being hashed, as recited below; 

however, M.J.B. Robshaw does disclose, 

- "The compression function is then used to update the value of this chaining variable in a 
suitably complex way under the action and influence of part of the message being 
hashed" [page 2 column 2]; 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "the plurality of bits is 30," in the invention as disclosed by 
Buer et al. since the plurality of bits is dependent upon the chaining variable. 
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7. Claims 18, 19, 25 & 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Buer et al. (US-7177421-B2/US-20020001384-A1) in view of Bianco et al. (US-5365588-A). 
Claim 18: 

Buer et al. disclose a machine-readable medium having stored thereon a set of instructions, 
which if executed by a machine cause the machine to perform a method, as in Claim 17 above, 
but do not disclose, 

"decoding the inner loop of the hash algorithm into a first number of operational stages, 
the first number of operational stages being equal to at least the plurality of iteration," 
although Bianco et al. do suggest the number of stages in the working register in relation 
to the number of taps for output functions etc., as recited below; 
however, Bianco et al.. do disclose, 

- "the number of stages in the working register should be at least half of the number of taps 
for the output functions, N times T. For example, with 8 output functions and 6 input taps 
for each function, the working register should have at least 24 stages" [column 6 lines 20- 
24]; 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "decoding the inner loop of the hash algorithm into a first 
number of operational stages, the first number of operational stages being equal to at least the 
plurality of iteration," in the invention as disclosed by Buer et al.. for the purposes of throughput. 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,203 Page 25 

Art Unit: 2436 

Claim 19: 

Buer et al. and Bianco et al. disclose a machine-readable medium having stored thereon a set of 

instructions, which if executed by a machine cause the machine to perform a method, as in Claim 

18 above, further comprising, 

"the inner loop is to be performed to process a first number of data elements transmitted 
over a network" (i.e. "In general, the present invention provides an architecture 
(hardware implementation) for an authentication engine to increase the speed at which 
multi-loop and/or multi-round authentication algorithms may be performed on data 
packets transmitted over a computer network") [column 5 lines 38-42]. 

Claim 25: 

Buer et al. disclose a method, as in Claim 24 above, but do not disclose, 

- "wherein the hash algorithm is performed at the operating frequency of the processor," 
although Bianco et al. do suggest specific operation frequency, as recited below; 

however, Bianco et al. do disclose, 

- "For example, to operate continuously for 365 days at one gigahertz without repeating, 
the number of cells in the working register must be at least 55. Second, key patterns are 
easier to determine if the number of stages in the working register is equal to the 
exponents which produce Mersenne primes" [column 6 lines 11-16]; 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,203 Page 26 

Art Unit: 2436 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "wherein the hash algorithm is performed at the operating 
frequency of the processor," in the invention as disclosed by Buer et al. since the operating 
frequency is dependent on the desired amount of operations to be performed and the total 
number of available cells in a working register. 
Claim 26: 

Buer et al. disclose a method, as in Claim 24 above, but do not disclose, 

- "the hash algorithm is performed at 1 .4GHz," although Bianco et al. do suggest specific 
operation frequency, as recited below; 
however, Bianco ct al. do disclose, 

"For example, to operate continuously for 365 days at one gigahertz without repeating, 
the number of cells in the working register must be at least 55. Second, key patterns are 
easier to determine if the number of stages in the working register is equal to the 
exponents which produce Mersenne primes" [column 6 lines 11-16]; 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "the hash algorithm is performed at 1 .4GHz," in the invention 
as disclosed by Buer et al. since the operating frequency is dependent on the desired amount of 
operations to be performed and the total number of available cells in a working register. 
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8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Buer et al. (US- 
7177421-B2/US-20020001384-A1) in view of M.J.B. Robshaw ("On Recent Results for MD2, 
MD4, and MD5") in further view of Bianco et al. (US-5365588-A). 
Claim 14: 

Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw disclose an apparatus, as in Claim 9 above, but do not disclose, 

- "the network processor architecture is to perform the hash algorithm at an operating 
frequency of at least 1 .4 GHz," although Bianco et al. do suggest specific operation 
frequency, as recited below; 

however, Bianco et al. do disclose, 

- "For example, to operate continuously for 365 days at one gigahertz without repeating, 
the number of cells in the working register must be at least 55. Second, key patterns are 
easier to determine if the number of stages in the working register is equal to the 
exponents which produce Mersenne primes" [column 6 lines 11-16]; 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include, "the network processor architecture is to perform the hash 
algorithm at an operating frequency of at least 1 .4 GHz," in the invention as disclosed by the 
combination of Buer et al. and M.J.B. Robshaw since the operating frequency is dependent on 
the desired amount of operations to be performed and the total number of available cells in a 
working register. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 8 & 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims . 



Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 04/07/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant's arguments with respect to, ''Buer does not describe that one iteration of 
the inner loop is performed in parallel with another iteration of the inner loop and does 
not describe that each iteration of the inner loop is performed by a dedicated pipeline 
stage," have been carefully considered but are non-persuasive; 

o The examiner notes that Buer does disclose more than one inner loop hash 
running in parallel and the usage of the language "dedicated pipeline stage" can 
be seen as a pipeline which is used for an inner loop hash and nothing else (i.e. a 
pipeline used specifically for inner loop hashes) which is the case with Buer ; it is 
also noted that Buer at the very least provides suggestion for this concept 
". . .inner and outer hash engines (inner and outer loops) for each of the MD5 
hash round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic supported by the IPSec 
protocol..." [page 3 para 0034 (US-20020001384-Al)/column 6 lines 23-25 (US- 
7177421-B2)]; 
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The applicant's arguments with respect to, "Figure 2 of Buer does not show, and Buer 
does not describe at least as many pipeline stages as there are iterations of the inner loop 
to be performed," have been carefully considered but are non-persuasive; 

o The examiner notes that Buer may only explicitly show one engine for one 

iteration however, as recited above Buer at the very least provides suggestion for 
each ". . .inner and outer hash engines (inner and outer loops) for each of the 
MD5 hash round logic and the SHA1 hash round logic supported by the IPSec 
protocol..." [page 3 para 0034 (US-20020001384-Al)/column 6 lines 23-25 (US- 
7177421-B2)]; it is also noted, that having a repeated or duplication of the same 
single part is an obvious variation; 

> See MPEP 2144. 04 - B. Duplication of Parts 

In re Harza, 274 F.2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960) (Claims at issue 
were directed to a water-tight masonry structure wherein a water seal of flexible 
material fills the joints which form between adjacent pours of concrete. The 
claimed water seal has a "web " which lies in the joint, and a plurality of "ribs " 
projecting outwardly from each side of the web into one of the adjacent concrete 
slabs. The prior art disclosed a flexible water stop for preventing passage of 
water between masses of concrete in the shape of a plus sign (+). Although the 
reference did not disclose a plurality of ribs, the court held that mere duplication 
of parts has no patentable significance unless a new and unexpected result is 
produced.). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Oscar Louie whose telephone number is 571-270-1684. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday from 7:30 AM to 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser Moazzami, can be reached at 571-272-4195. The fax phone number for 
Formal or Official faxes to Technology Center 2400 is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



OAL 

07/23/2009 
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